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Mex and Babies? 


Hough many of ou are exceeding 
zealops , and con der tin your Way 3 
yetT hope J9.C0 not'think your ſelyes n- 
fallible,, or tabe as ſure that you are in the 
right here, as.you are that there is a God; 
or that the Holy Scriphires of the Old and 
New Teſtament are: the Word of God * 
Now granting that it is poſſible, youu ftiay be 
under a Miſtake in denying gur Childrens 
Intereſt in the Covenant and Right to Bap- 
tiſm, methigks , it concerns you to criquire 
and examine.a gain and AgaIN ,, whether you 
be not: ned miltaken 3 ſceing, if the 
Truth lieth.in the, Affirmative T tl at Chil- 
dren haye ſich a Right, which you oppoſe, 
then you muſt needs be foind very ungrate- 
ful unto God, 1n denying ſo much of his 
Grace and Favour ;- 1njurious to-our poor 
Infants , in depriviving them (what in you 
Jieth) of their Birth-right, and of the Blef- 
fing, and: yery troubleſome to the Church 
of Chriſt, in raiſing ſo great a buſle there, 
and making ſo great a Breach. An there- 
fore [ cannot but earneſtly requeſt this of 
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take up your Opinion upon Truſt 3 but 
make ſome further Search and enquiry after 
the Truth. It may be ſafe for you, fer it 
not be gtievous ro, ou, to view: Ver whe, 
Queries : Of w ich yer [miſt fay 


Young Propherfaj a ofthe As e(2 Ki 74-94 
5.) They are but Borrowed: Babe tolleRted: 


out of a 7 Catbadbjl and uſe ul, Pizes bf a 
Worthy, Athour” Entitled? Lore Proofs 
of Infants Church.mbmbes DI ,vid confe quent- 
ly of their. Rig ht H Fuptlar” "TWould hope 
that theſe, Fitts WIll'k ad and direct you to 
the Hook. it ſelf.” being as an; Thflts to it; 
Some of the Q Queſtiofs Fe oy fog fure 
are Wcn_ as ou © e pPrepared' tO An- 
a py TW and. oa Confider 


of theſe things ," andthe. Lord Frey you Ut 
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Readet ," WE eIOBN7-11310 52903 Jo (rf 
Tf #08 wouldeft 63 Yeius F MONTY that its 
the widmnibled Will f God; 4hat ay be Mem- 
» +5 off bible Chiroh/ | LaeWopaly as! they 


e: Mem- 
b:rt of Kitiggdoms , Cirier.;, 2nd Families;, 


#4 thax 


they are 45. capable of, it , and that Chrif was in big | 


all of you that! have any: ſefioniſneſs EN 
tenderneſs of. Spirit + that you. ephld; Dat: 


Infancy tbe Chief Member: of. the -Churob , even the - 
Head, ity Prophet, Prieft ,\ and King, thoweh yet be + 

h did not Teach, Sacrifice, Rue or. Inzercede analy, 

| arid that God wever, ba4 a: Charch on Earth fyice tbere 

+ | were Infants\ingbe Warld ,.. of which Infants were nos 
Members ,..(except- any did congregate that bad no In- 

Fants \, or a.\ few ſingular. Perſons. in tbe end of the 

- World 'bawe,upou miſtake refuſed. the Priviledge ) and 
 t#bhat the Goſpel ..bgih clearly acquainted us: that Chriſt 

| bath not deprived Infants of this Beaefit ,- butt more ful- 

ly given aig confirmed it; and that he hath inftuuted 

| Baptiſm 30:b4 the initiating Sacrament, and Solemn 

| Inoeſtiture of Viſible Church-memhers ; And yet that we 
21 may bold Loving and Comfortable Communion with 
| thoſe that by unwilling Error do think that Tifants 
ſhould not be baptized , if they will but profeſs that 
they heartily conſent that their Children be Chriſt's 
--22 as far as he will accept them , and with them that 19 
bs: 25 ſatisfie their doubting or miſtaking Conſciences are re« 
baptized , and when they bave done will live in Love 
" | and Communion with others; And that thoſe few of 
the Ancients that were for the delaying of the Baptiſm 
b-2-#] of Tnf ants a while , did not dream of denying or delay- 

| ing . their Covenant-interefſt and Church-memberſhi 

| according to their Infant Capacity, but only the Baptiſ= 
| mal Solemnization and Inveſttture, that it might be © . _ 

more porverfully obligatory : ( 4s Kings are oft crowned 5 
y Jong after they are Kings) All this' and much more , you 
| _ may ee fully provedin the Book from which tbeſt © ue» 
| ries are collected , lately Printed, and in the Authors 
: former Treatiſe of Tnf ants Church- memberſhip and Bap- 
ziſm. Theſe Queries more are here further offered 10 
every conſeientious Doulter , Whether it be at all cre- 


dible that thoſe Jews thas were ſo quarrelſome with 
| 3 Cbrift, 


| . cs Chriſt, and tenacious of 1heip Legal Rights ; wogld ne- 


Ver bgve quarrelled with Chriſt or bis Apoſtles , for ſhut» 
ting all Infants out of the Viſtble Church , if be or they 
bad done it ? And whether thiſe Fewiſh Chriſtians thas 
were (oloath to let go Cireumcifion , would have let go 
epen their Tuf ante Memberſhip and Covenant-right , 
without one Word of Exception ? © What conſiderate 
Perſon can believe this ? 2. Tea when Chrift offered to 
gather all Jeruſalem and her Childetn , as a Hen ga- 
' zhereth ber Chickins , and the Jews were broken off 
but by Unbelief , whetber 1be Children of tbe Believing 
Jews then were breken off ? | 3. And when the King+ 
doms of the World becomes Chrift's Kingdoms 3; are In» 


fantren0 part of the Kingdoms ? 
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| |} Some Sober Queries gathered 
out of M'- Baxters [| more 
P roofs of Infants Church- 


. Memberſhip, and conſequently 
their Rrgbt to Baptiſm | ſeri- 
ouſly offered to ſuch as are ta- 
ken with the unthank ful Er 
ror of denying and rejeGing 
of their Infants Rights , and 
fond 


be y > Hh 7%; 


dam had not after 
. Infants ſhould not 
. have been holy to 
God, and ſo Mem- 
*X bers of the Innocent 
_ Church or Kingdom of God? 
Y 9. II. Whether God was any more obs v.'p. 352; 
liged to order it ſo, that the Children of 
- Righteous Parents ſhould have been born 
with all the perfeticns of their Parents, 
and enjoyed the ſame priviledges, thanhe 
was obliged in making the Covenant of 
|- Grace to grant that. Infants ſhould - 


Y. ibid, 


V-p. 79, 89, .. 2 
be loft, «parents be not parents ſtill, and |. 


V- P- 96. 


V. P. 94» 


, © *d 


: 


of the ſame eSocicty with their Pals and 
haye the Immunities of that Society Fen 
 ©.NI. 'Whether we have anyrreafon, 
when the dcfignof Redemptionas the mag- 
fifying of Love and Grace), tO think"chat 
Love'and Grate are ſo much lets under the 
Gvſpel to the Membexs of Chriſt, than un- 
der the Law to the Mcmbers or Seed of A-* 
dam , as that then all the Seed ſhoulI bave 
partaken of the fame Blefſy vp ub Vic 
righteous Parents, and now they (hall all 


be turned out of the + Society whereof the 


Parents are Members ? 
Iv. Whether though our. Innocency 


have not as much Intereſt mi children, and 
whether God have ever reverſed this natu- 
ral Ocder * and it God change not. his or- 


d:r therein, whether parents be not as capa- | 
"ble of conſenting to Grace for their child-- 


rc, as they” were” ot being. Innocent for 
omg d 


V.-Whedkir Infants be vY included peed 
'N I hs Edition of the” Covenant of 


Grice made with Agam 2". 3. 15;) 
Whether unleſs'it' can be' proved that In- 
fants are none of the Wormans Seed ,, we 


'muſt not take that Fundamental promiſe to 


extend to Infants ? And was ſhe nor there- 
by obliged to lift her f{cIf, and all her Infant- 
progeny in the Redeemer's Army, againſt 
the proclaimed Enemy, and to teach her 
poſterity to do the like? And did they not 


continue vilible Mcmbers of Chriſt's Ar- 
my 


| 


Lens hems 
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my /and EW, "eill ſach-time asthey 

*Sidatcd, hat F undamental Obligation, and 
as: the Seed. of the Serpent tought againtt 

"Chrit and his Kingdom, - for Sajan, and his v.p. 55. 

Kingdom ? |. 

© VI. Whether in that firſt Proglamati- V.p. 82, 833 

.on:of Grace to fallen man,or in the tft pro- 


' + ,miſe-of Redemption to finners, Gez- 3.15. 


Ab:Infant of the, Woman be not promiſed 
to be General . and Head of the Church ? 


' + And whether the promiſe of an Infant 
. -Head, doth not declare.God's mind that _ 


he 'will have Infants Members, becaule'the 
Head is the principal Member? Whether 
.God doth not affure us hereby, that he doth 
not exclude the Infant-itate, or Age from 
the: redeemed Church , which he admitted 
into the Church by. the Laws of Creation ? 

Would he have made the Head firſt an In- 
fant ; if, he had cxcluded:the Infant-f(tate 
from the viſible Church ? Is not the Head a 
Member, even the principal Member ?. And 
are not Infants hereby clearly warranted to 
he Members of a lower Nature ? If an In- 
fant may be Soveraign,, then may not las, 
fants be Subjes? It-an Infant may be the 
chief ar. of the Church, then may not 
Infants be Diſciples? if+ it be faid, they are 
no Diſciples that learn not 3 mayit not as 


. well be (aid, he is no Prophet that teacheth 


not? If it be granted, that Chriſt in Intan- 
cy was the Prophet of his Church by de- ,, ,' 35; « 


| Lgnation, (though not in atis exercito? ) 


Why may not Infants be Diſciples too by 
F . Defignation, 


V: p. 34. 


v.p. 88. 


V.p. ns, 


I19. 


\ 
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4 
Deſignation , or Separation (though not 


yet aQual Learners? ) 
How doth their Infancy incapacitate 


them to be in Covenant with God, to be 
Church-members , &c. when Chriſti in In- 
fancy bare all the Connter-relations , and 
was in the Covenant of God as Mediator 
and that (as far as we can judge) only by a 
virtual, and not acual conſent (in his In» 
fancy and Humane Nature) to the Cove- 
nant-of Mediation ? 

If an Infant qua talis , as ſuch be exclu- 
ded from Church-memberſhip, then will it 
not hold ad omnes univerſally, and then had 
not Chriſt himſelf been excluded ? 

©. VII. Why are thoſe two Titles put 
on thoſe two diftin& Generations, ( ſci}. 
the Poſterity of Caix, and the Poſterity of 
Seth) calling one the Sons of God , and the 
others the Daughters of men , Gen. 6. 2. 
But that the oge was a Generation ſepara» 
ted from the Church from their Birth 
(their Progenitors being calt ont" before 
them ) when the other was the Seed of 
Saints not caſt out, but Members of the 
Church, or the Sons of thoſe who were de- 
voted to God, and ſo devoted to him them« 
ſelves, a ſeparated Generation belonging, to 
God as fis vifible Church ? Were thele call- 
ed the Sons of Gad in regard'of their god» 
line(s ( who were fo wicked that God re- 
pented that he had made them, and dey 
ſiroyed them in the Flood) or for their Re- 
lation, Church-Rate, and viſible Separation 


from 


from open unchurched Idolaters? like thoſe 
" Dent 14+ 1, 2+ Ki 
' Doth: it not hence appear that the Gene- y.,, .;s, 
ration of the righteous then even from the 1:9. 
Womb, were numbexed among Gods peo- 
ple, in that they are not mentioned asa peq- 
ple called out here and there, and initiated 
at Age? (there is no mention, or hint, of a» 
ny ſuch thing, ) but as a Stock or Generati- 
on oppoſed to the Daughters of men, or of 
the unchurched, who were ſuch from their 
Infancy, as all will grant? were they the 
ſame men that were Parents of thoſe here 
called the Daughters of men , and of thoſe 
called the Sons of God ? 
©. VII. Whether it was not the ſame V.P, 122, 
Church before, and after Abrabam's time, 
that was called the Tents of Sem ? Gen. 
19. 27. Was not the Jewiſh Church de- 
nominated the Tents'of Sem ? And does 
it not hence appear , that: the Church» : 
priviledges of that people did not begin 
with or from Abraham, but that they were 
before ?' And how was it the ſame Church 
that was of Sem, and of Abraham, if it had 
not the ſame ſort of Members,or materials; 
if Infants were not Members before Abra- 
ham's dayes, as well asafter ? And if Fq- 
pher's Children muſt dwell in Sem's Tents, v. p. 124, 
then will it not follow , that as Sew's In+ 
fants were Church-members , (o Faphet's 
('or the converted Gentiles ) Seed are not 
caſt, or left out ? 
" B. IX, Whether if we could ſhew no v.p. 7; 
LH tg | written 


/ 


Y. Þ. 115. 


V.P: 97, 98. 


written' Law or prorniſe at firſt conſtituting 
the Duty , or granting the priviledge of 
ChurcK memberſhip , it were the leaſt dif- 
paragement to our Caule, as long as wegan 
ſhew thoſe following Laws which preſup. 
pole this? If Moſe; at the end of that 2000 
years the'Church of God had been without 
any written Law , found allthe Infanrs of 
Church-members in poſſeſſion of this hene- 
fit ; what nced was there 'of a new Law 
about it ? Or why (hould-God promiſe it as 
a new thing, ? Fe- 1 YT 

©. X, Whether there | being} certain 
proot in Scripture of Infants Church-mem- 
berſhip, but nonc except that before alledg- 
ed from Gex.'3- that makes avy mention of 
the beginning, of it, but all-fpeaking of it 
as no new thing, we have not great rea» 
ſon to aſſign 1ts beginning which from Ger. 
3.15 before ſpoken of ? 

. XI, Is it not unqueſtionable, that the 
Covenant of Grace made to. Abraham. the 
Father of the faithful, comprehended In- 
fants for Church-members ? And was it not 
the ſame with that Ger. 3. x5. But in lame 
things clearlier opened ? Were not both 
theſe the Covenant of 'Grace and free Jufti= 
fic&ion by Faith in the Redeemer ? And did 


- not' the Covenant made to eAbrabam and 


V-p. 115. 


his Sced. comprehend Infants? And ſhould 
not the {ime promiſe exprefled more con 
ciſely be expounded by the ſame expreſſed 
more fully ?_ 16 2591 | 


9. XÞ8.- Whether (though the Eubrow 


'.- its 
had their peculiarities )'it be atal} ctedible, , 
that the Infarits'6f "that one ſmall Country 
only \ſhbuld be (> differently dealt with by 
God, from all the' World elſe, evem:Exoch's, 
No#Þ's Sem's,and'all from #dim to the 
end of the World), that theſe Infants bnly 
ſhould be Church«members, and no others ? 
4.0,- XII. What can be more' abſurd, 
Re, to maintain a Tranſient FaRt:(as Mr. 

T:*hath done.) making Infants' Church- 
lene, withont-any-Lavw , Promiſe, of 
Covenant © Grant of: God giving them 
Ripht'? Whether'@ Gift chat 'was never 
Ever be not a conttadition ?. (Vp. 32j35, 

L445 45, 151.) And If there was any 

uch-Promiſe , or, Covenant*grant of: In» 
fants Church-memberthip, whenz or where 
was it: revoked? ©. 

- ©.X1V. Was it-only the Infants of the 
Hebrews, or of thoſe that were'at their ab- 
folute diſpoſe, that were Church-members ? 
Were, not the Infants of free ON 
Chiarch- members too ? 

» XV.- Was it not then the Dicy bf -all V: Ti 
the Nations round about, that could lave 
__ of the-Fewiſh Religionztowen» 

EE chemſelves, 7 their: chiliet=toGod 21.9 V 

ircumcifion?* - '/ tO IM + —_ 

"And did not many of the peoplaciri:Hes V. p.24 
fler*s' time become Fes; Heft. 8. 19>1eho 

ct Were not under their Govertiment” > 
Ant iSit not well known , thatthis was to -: o7 
be circumciſed, they arid their lite dnes (as © © 
the Proſelytes were) and fo to keepthe Law 

df ' Moſer 2 "And 


V. [os 19. 


V. p. 145+ 


V.p. 146. 


V- p. 124, 
335- 


V.p.1 
228. __ 


ths [8] 


\ 

And whether the circumciſed Ser 
of Iſrael ſold away to another Nation, and 
ſo leparated, from the Civil State of Iſrael, 
did eo yomine ceaſe to be Church-members, 
though they forſook not--God ?., And, fo of 
the Infatits, if they were (old in Infancy ? ; 
And fo whether Infants, ' might not. .be 
Church-members , that were_not- of the 
Fews Commonwealth : ? 

©: XVI. Were not the 1ſraelites Children 
Members of the univerſal vilible Giurch, 
as well as of the' Congregation of I7ael 7. 

As he-that is a Member of the City is 2 
Member of the Kingdom-, and: a-pazt, of,; a 
part is-a part of the whole ; ; ſo was not 
every Member of the Fes Churck'alfo 2 
Member. of God's Univerſal Church? .. _ 

. XVII. Was there - ever, any: true 


g Church) or Eccleſiaſtical worſhipping Spci- 


ety appointed by God in;all the World fhnce 
the Fall,but the Church of Chriſt? Were not 
Infavts therefore cithex Members of Chriſt's 
Church, or of no Church-of God's Inſtztuy 
tioni? Was not Moſes Chriſt's Uſher ', -and 
Moſes Church and Chrift's Church one, ac- 
cording to God's Inſtitution ? | 
9cXVHI. Whether was > Abraham wade 
a Member of the Church by Circumcifi 108, 


- or circumciſed becauſe a Member of: the 


Church ? The like of Infants born, in his 
Houſe? . 

And how can the ceaing, of Circamciſion 
prove -Infants Chutch-member ip cealed, 
any "more than it can prove their Church- 


9 mbezſbx 
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19] 
memberſhip: began with Circumciſion 3 or 
that Women were not Church-members, 
| becauſe not circumciſed 3 or that all Iſreet 
was unchurched 'in the Wilderneſs , when 
they were uncircumciſed for forty years ? 
' JB. XIX. Whether the bleſſing of Abra- y.p. r:, 
bam conſiſts not chiefly in this , that God 
promiſed to be a God in Covenant with 
him , and his Seed 2? And how are the Be- 
lieving Gentiles bleſſed with faithful Abra- 
ham, and Heirs of the ſame Promiſe if their 
Infants are not alſo comprehended in the 
{ame Covenant ? * 

XX. Whether in that great Promiſe, V. p. 26, 

Gen. 12+ 3- Tribes, Kindreds, Families, do *?7: 
not moſt. certainly comprehend Infants ? 
As it was to ſuch Familics that the promiſe 
was made before | Chriſt ,*as to the Fewiſ 
Church? What warrant have we to under» 
ſtand Families or:Tribes otherwiſe , when 
the ſame promiſe is made to the Gentiles ? 

- XXL. Whether the ſecond Com-,,,,.. 
mandment; Exod. 20. 5, 6. doth not con- 
tain a fianding promile , and diſcovery of 
God's Reſolution, concerning the children 
of all that love him , whether Fews or 
Gentiles, to whom this Commandment be» 
longs ? Whether Ged meaneth not that his 
Retribution to Parents that love or hate 
him, ſhall extend to their children as ſuch 3; 
unleſs they interrupt it at Age by their own 
AQs; and if to their children qu2 tales , » 
then whether not to Infants ? And -when , | 
God hath recorded this, decreed, granted, ** '2” 

diſtinguiſbing * 


LY 


V. Þ. 136, 


V, wo 138, 


V. P- I 43. 


V. p. 146. 


V. p+ 146, 
147, 


, 


| [8] 
diftingutſhing-mercy to the children of (hs, 
faithtul as ſuch.in Tables, Stone, whether 


it be nota viſible notification, which. will. 
make them-vilible Favourites: and Church, 


members as ſoon as they viſibly exiſt? -;3,77 

- XXI11L.| Whether  any+ without the 
Churth are ſecured of God's mercy by pro- 
miſe?-And whether rmercy be'not promiſed. 


'to the Children 'of che iFaithful as ſuch ; 


(Sec'Pſal. 102: 28. and103- 47+ Prov, AZ x 
Iſai. 61. $, 9. and 65. 23; &c.) 

®B XXUIL. Whether, the(e; Promiſes: int 
the making of them were limited to'a cex+ 
tain time when they were' to:.ceaſc ?. or 
whether they have been fince revoked /? + 


'Q. XXIV. If it was on the Fews cojat: 


Ction ot, Chriſt that: they: were. broken: off. 
from being God's people;, werethole thou- 
{ands of , Jews+that, believed jn- Chriſt (6 
broken oft 2 If not, then wherher were.not 
the Children of all believing Fes Church- 
members in Infancy ? Or otherwiſe, was it 
not ſomewhat clſc than Unbeliet chat brake 
them off? ., 

©.XX ViWere not the Infantsof the Crt 
fiian Fews the day beforeitheir, convertion 
Members of the Fewiſh Ghurch,and of Gods 


univerſal Church ( of which-the Fews were 
' buta part > and doth it not{iound (trangely, 


that ſuch.lafints as were the day - betore 
Mcmbers of the Fewiſp Church , and of 
God's univerſal-Church , ſhould be put out 
of the Fewiſh and the whole vidible Chuxeh 


by the Faith of their Parents, or without Un+ 
| belick ? ? 


(nl), kh ; 
2 © Ebu was a mercy tobea Mem. 
x of the Church, or not: If Hewes s iff 
4t the 


rercy', then will it not follow , 
; unbelieving Fews loſt nothing. "by being: - 
broken of ? If it was a mercy, how did 
the briftians Children forteit it ? * 
FEST Whether it be credible'V-P- 147: 
that he who came not eo caſt out Fer, 
but to bring. in Gentiles , breaking down, 
the partitioh-wall , .and tnaking of two 
one Chugch-., would have a Church of 
fo different folm and conſtitution , that 
the Church at Ferxſalem ſhould have Infant- 
members , and the Church at Rome ſhould 
; have none? That the Fews Infants fhodld 
f be Membexs, and not Gentiles ? 
- of the Jews were broken off by unbelief, V. pa 147, 
hould rhey 'not be-graffed in again upon 
their Repentance of Faith? And fo ſhou!d 
not every repeniting, believing Fews Infants 
be Church- members > Or otherwiſe how 
would their graffing ith anſwer to their 
breaking, off? Should they be but 'in part 
2raffed in ? 0 
LON XXVI1. Was not Chtift's Church, v. p. 148. 
Spinitual before his Incarnation ( when'? 
took in Iofatits) arid gathered in a ſpiritual 
way ? was not the viſible frame of the Jew: 
#þ Church ſet up and erected by the Father 
of Spitits','ahd wete not 'Spiritual Datifs 
commanded then, upon promiſes of Spiti-' 
tual Bleſſings, even life eternal ? * 
How will any prove that it wasaBlemiffk v. p. 148; 
to the old: frame 3 that Infants were Mem- 
B bers 


V. Ps 149, 


V.p: 249, 
150, 


V. P, 79, 


a. ; 
bas; > What was the Church the worſe for 
Infants Rights? If itbe no blemiſh , why 
muſt it be done; AWAy ? ? 

9. xXvMAl.. Ta, what rec >2rd were the | 
new trame "better, {uppoſing the cating out 
of Infants, which were in the old? How 
doth Infants relation detract frorh_its-Spi- 
ritualfty ? y Þo not the adult come in by che 
ſame kind of conſent for them(elves, as 
icy make. for their Infants? And do not 

Adult blemiſh the Church with more 
carmel fins than Infants do 7 Would any 

dom be more excellent, if all Infants 
Ww = disfranchiſc4? Docs not Nature teach. 
all 'Kingdoms on Earth to. take them fot. 
Mcmbers, though but Infant-methbers? © 
\<. XXIX. Whether any Few at age was 

x Mcmber of the old Church without pro- 
lick Faith (in the Articles then neceſſary 
to Elvation) Repentarice and Obtdience ? 
And wherxeiq the ſuppoſed r new call 'and 


frame dothrin 9884 ;fler fromthe old ; faye 
only that a niore ful] and expre(s Revelati- 


Fr Ghrif;xgquizcth a .more full expreſs 


? Isit #Y _ that they were to, 
wi els conſent ta God's Covcnant . which 
whoſo denicd . 4/4 would.; mY, to death ? 

And was not cixcumcifio ovenanting | 
Fug And did, they nat Ul y profeſs to 
is e God for thcir God? Or would God 

© have taken them for his people ? And. 


1 «by not xeyourcing God, have cut them 


_ off? 


- D- XXX Whether God's Law cbligerh 
no? 


oo” We” WW WY. © I” WTNnS.vS 


”M 


——_— 
wo 


a Dre, $7 
| ,. UB. - 7 OI 
not perſons to deybte themſelves, and theit 
Infants to God, by conſenting to God's Co- 
venant for themſelves and them? Whether 
| It was not the Duty of the Iſraelites to ens v. p. 55; 
gage and devote their children © God in 
Covenant ? Whether -this be not evident 
from the penalty ( even to be cut off from 
his People) annexed for the #az-performs 
ance? (And whether this be not as much 
our Duty ſtill ? ) Does not the Law of Nas y, p. 10:; 
ture bind us to give to every one his own 
due? And are not Infatits God's own due ? 
Does not the Law of Nature bind Parents 
to give them up to God, by acknowledging 
|, his right, witha free refignation and dedj- 
| cation "of the Infant to God , as his own 3 
for his uſe and ſervice , when he is capable 
thereof? If Infarits are not capable of do- 
ing'c preſent), Service 3 'yet are they not ca» 
pable at preſent of a legal: Obligation to fu- 
\ ture Duty, aSal{oof- the relation following 
the Obligation?” And is it not the very nas v. p. 45; 
ture of -our own holy Covenant, that in it 
we give up to God, our ſelves, and all that 
is ours according to the capacity of. the 
all ? Are not Infants capable of Infant- re- 
l lation, Obligation, and Right'? What is it 
| that a ſanQtified man muſt not devote to 
God +that is his? Are we allowed toex- y,p, ;28. 
cept children ? Should not Infants there» 
| fore be devoted according to. their capacity, 
which God himfelFf hath expounded? And, _ 
it Parents may and muſt devote them pri- 57, 06 | 
 vately by heart-canſent , will it not follow | 
| B 2 they. 


[14] 


- they muſt do it publickly inthe inſtituted: 


way ? 

D. XXX1, Whether Anabaptiſts them 
(elves, all of them that'are truly pious do 
not vertuilly (though not actually ) devate 


their children to God, and conſent to their 


V.,ÞP« 152, 


V.P. 153, 


V.P- 34,35. 


V, P. Ze. L 


Covenant-relation , while they vehemently 
plead againſ it ? 


9. XXXII Is it nota deſperate under- 


taking, and dare any'adventure on it, to 
jaſtthe all the World before Chriſt's Incar- 
nation, except the Jews , from 'the guilt of 
not dedicating their children to God ? And' 
do not they that ſay there is no Law in this 
caſe, ſay there is no Franſgreflion ? And 


dare any in like manner undertake to. juſti- 


tre at the Bar of God all the World fince 


Chriſt's Incarnation from the:guilt of ſingin 3 


not dedicating their childrento Chriſt; and 


entring them into his Covenant as: Mems: | 


bers of his Church ? Dare any maintain'that: 
all the Werld is finle(s in this reſpet 2 1 
©. XXXIIIL -Is it not a great Benefit, 


and Priviledge to be a viſible Charch-mem» * 
ber of Chriff 'as Head of the-Church, and: . 
of his Church as vifible ? Is it not a benefit | 


in it (elf (belides the conſequents )to be vi- 
tibly united and related to Chriſt.and-his: 


Body? Is not ſuch a Relation-to.God the _ 


Father, Son , atd Holy Ghoſt ,, and ta the 
Charch, an honor ? And how. great 1s the 
miſery of the contrary (tate ? | 
Aud if Infztt Church-memberſhip 'we 
90 bencht, then how were they. thap had 


Cohen ' 


[15] 

(when theycame to age , or their Parents in 
the mean time) obliged to any thankfulneſs 
for it? Will any ſay, that neither they nor * 
their Parents were obliged to thankfulneſs 
| Upon this account ? 

XXXIV. Is it not certain , that In-' V-p-127, 
fants are capable of this benetit, if God de> © 
ny it not, but will give it them as well as 
the aged > And is it not certain that they 
are actually Members of all the Commons 
wealths inthe World ? ( perfe8, ſed imperfe- 
Ga membra ) And docs not nature ſeem'a- | 

&ually to have taught moſt people on Earth, 
|. ro-repute their Infants in 'the ſame Keligi- 
} ous Gociety with themſelves , as well as in 

2 
the ſame._civil Society ? 
S. XXXV. Whether according to the te- y, p. 13, 

| \ nour of the Covenant of Grace,God will not.''+: 
b- vouchſafe- to be theix God, and take them 
: { forhis:people, that-are (ina nattral, or 
| ' Law-ſence) willing to be his people, and to 
_ take him for their God ? And whether the 
+ Infants of believing Parents are not thus 
; | willing? When Infants cannot be actually 
. | *willing themſelves tn a natural ſence, maſt 
þ - Not the reaſon, and will of another be theirs 


in Law-ſence, that is, of the Parents, who 


» | Havethe full diſpoſe of them, and are wat- | 
ranted by: the Law of nature to chilfe for ' 
them (for their good) till they come to the 


uſe of reafon themſelves? 
.. Whether -in God's acceptance thechild , 286, 

th notthus truly conſent by the believing 287 

| Pens; 'and doth not” covenant with God; - 


[16] 
35 a child covenanteth and conſenteth re-+ 
putatively among men, who by his Parents 
is made a party in a contra@ , as ina leaſe 
for his life, or the like ? 
y.p.43,%g9, And ſo granting the Relation of Church- 
TO 17. memberſhip to be founded in a mutual con- 
tra&;covenant, or conſent betwixt God and 
us, yet muſt not this con{ent on our part 
differ according to the different age and ca» 
pacity of Infants, and the adult > Were not 
the 1ſraclites Infants Church-members, who 
conſented not actually in their own perſons, 
but virtually, and reputatively ? ? 
Y-p.179, ©. XXXVI. Whetheg it be not the duty 
ks of Parents by the Law of nature, to accept 
of any allowed or offered benefit for their 
children? The Infant being not .ſui Furis, 
| but at his Parents diſpoſe in all things that 
are for his good, have not the Patents power 
to oblige their children to any future duty 
or ſuffering, that is certainly for their own 
good : ? And ſo may they not enter them in» 
to, Covenatits accordingly? And is it not 
unnaturally ſinful for a Parent to refule to 
do ſuch a thing, when it is to the great be- 
nefit of his own child ? And doth it notde- 
ſerve to be called, the unthankful Error, 
that oppoſeth: childrens Rights, and Bleſ(- 
 Ungs? CV. p. 339.) 
Le P-20fs -; 2-XXXVIL V Vhether it may be thought, 
or any dare maintain, that the Covenant of 
Grace giveth no, conditional: Right to any 
Infant in the VVorld? Are they all exclu- 
ded? And at ? *_ they worſe than their 
Parcnts 2 


, p k & : 
'Parents? Ie it. give any. Right, to "has | 
conditionally, as.it doth to Parents, mult ic 
not. be on a condition to. be performed. by 
the Parents, or ſuch as arc ſo far entruſted 2 | 
' Or canthisbe called a Covenant,for God V. p. 107, » 
only to fay { 1 will ſave all ſuch Infants as 1 
ele&] and. yet offer Salvation to none of 
them in the'World-on any. condition , aor 
givea title to any perſon that can be known 
by themſelves or others ? Would jt notbe go 
confound the Decree of God with his Co- 
wenant ? And what Right or hope doth this 
give to Chriſt;zans for their children , more 
than to Pagans? | 
Whether they that will-lay all the Right V. p* 20g, 
of Infants to. the pardon of lin, and loathe * 4 
on upon ſecret election only. as if all that 
we knew of Infants ſalvation were , that 
Ged would ſave. ſome whom he hath ele- 
 Red'; but that there, is no promiſe of Grace 
or Salvation to any particular Infant in the 
Warld,. as under any gpudition, or qualifi- 
cation ? Whether they mult not ſay, that, no 
Infant hath any Right to Pardon, Grace 
and Salvation, given him by the Covenant 
; of Grace 3. no more than any elc& perſqn 


at age hath before Faith and Regeneration ? 
And mult they not ſay too, that we have no 
afſarance thae God will fave ten or three: In- 
fants in all the World ? For. he hath nat 
told us. whether he hath ele&ed ſo many * 
Or that they may all, or almoſt all be ſaved, 

while the number of the Ele& is unceveal- 
ed ? Oc can they lay ,.that any more of ,the 
| T4. * * childecn 


thoſe that hate: him? Yea , how can 7 
' have any proper hope upon Covemant-right, ; 
that God will fave any one Individual Tn | 


children of the faithful are hs 5 
' the Heptbinr' or Infidels 3 'of hoſent my 


God and kietp his Commandment, t 


fant in the World ? For how can we hope 


- * (inthis proptr ſence) of any thing! but what 


Yer mgvy a are yg will it not t follow, that 


we do believe? And how can we believs 
what is not promiſed, or revealed ? And fo 
tnuſt not Patents thus far be left hopeleſs ? 


'- And if God will fave tnore (yea, ſo great _ | 
numbers as we hope are ſavedin Infancy) - $ 


than ever he promiled to ſave,and gave any + 


| Antectdent Righr't6 Salvation to, whether 


will it not-open-fuch a gp to the hopes of 
preſumptaous Heathens and Infidels this way, 


xs will croſs oor common Doctrine ? As ' 


fome will ſay, why may he not do ſo alſoby 
Parents, at leaſt tenewing them iz tranſitu ? 
' And further; if G6d hath given no con: 
dition or charaRer&ntecedent,as a differen- 


'cing qualificition of choſe that he will ſave 
from thoſe that he will not, bat only told us 


thathe will fave whom he lifteth,. whether 
this maketh not Infants to be no Subj ets of 
his Kingdotn, under no Law, ' and fo ltable 


to no Judgment, nor to ſtand in judgment - 


with the reſt of the World, but only to be 
uſed as Beaſts or-Stones, by Divine natural 


Thotion as he-wil1? ? And then if there be no 


Ei that giveth Right to pkrdon*and (als 
vation to any one Intant in the World , and 


God 


a; 


9” $5 


—— - 


}  - Bodis(as the prophane ſay) bitter:than his ,» | 
word, and will ſave many to- whomhe ne- 
_ ver gave right/to-it by-promiſe ? 1 i | Ke, 
* Keith 2. XXX VIE Though all that are ſaved, v.s. :o;, 
; are ſaved for the'meritorious righteonſneſs 294: 
j of Chriift, by wayof free gift 3 yet whether 
the condition be' not a futable acceptance ? 
- And'-why may not a Parent'accept a Dona» 
- tion for hischild}, -who hath no will to ac- 
cept it fox himſelf? Shall he be certainly -*/ 
- ſhat out unto-damnation > Or ſhall he have 
that gift abſolutely which is. conditional 
- © toall others? Or. is he not concernedin the 
Donation at all } And have not, Infants 
'guile and miſery from their Parents ? And 
* though life: and. pardon, þe by Chrift only, 
yet"is it not congruous , that the meer con- 
dition of acceptance may be performed by 
, the Parents' (while they cannot accept for 
themſelves? ) v tv 6 7 = 8 
DB. XXXIXx. ( Whether it-be no-advan- V: p. 106, 
tage'tor children to-be under:an-garly en- © / 
gagement to God, and Jeſus Chriſt? ):Whe- 
ther to dedicatethem betimes to God, dath 
not tend to ſecure God's tight ' and: child- 
rens good, and toprevent their tin and mi- 
' ſery 3 they being thus under a : double Ob» 
ligation,! which they may berminded of be- 
times ,- and which may_hold them mare 
ſirongly to their duty,and di{advantage the 
Fempter that would draw them off from if 
God ? | bt 2 ira | 
And may it:not.do' much to: awe the V-p.107. - 
_—_ of children 5: yea, and cauſe them ta 
81 0 BRIT love 


love that Chtiſt which hath received ther, 


_ a ' a. 
odeaabact ”.. ; 


_ -and that: Society 'to which they belong ? 


V. p. 222, 
323. 


VY. p. 109, 


V. P. 223, 


And, is Infant-covenanting any hinderance 
in Nature,or Reaſon from perſonal (crious 
covenanting with Ged at age? Do we not 
tell our children and all the adult, that their 
Infant-covenanting by Parents , will ſerve 
them but till they have Reaſon and will of 
their own to chuſe for themſelves ? 

If it were deferred till ripeneſs of age 
would not one part negle& it and continue 
Iifidels and another part do all formally, 
as we ſee they do now at the'other Sacra» 
ment, where the ſame Covenant 1s to be re- 
newed ? Is there not a better remedy, that 
all chat are baptizgd in Infancy ſhould as uns» 
derſtandingly, and as ſeriouſly,and (it it may 
be conveniently )as ſolemnly,own and make 
that Covenant with God when they come to 
age , as if they had never been baptized ( if 
not more, as being more obliged ? ) 

Is it not much liker to tend to the good 
of Souls , and the propagating Chriſt;anity, 
and the firength of the Church (for to have 
both the obligation and comfor of our In- 
fant=covenant, and Church-fate, and as fe» 
rious a covenanting alſo at age, when we 
pals into the Church-ſtate of the Adult 
than to be without the former, and left on» 
ly to the expeQation of the latter ? 

Whether to be ſeriouſly devoted to God 
by our Parents firſt, and tobe brought at 


age as ſeriouſly to devote our fclyes to him, 


as anycAnabaptiſt can do , be not 2 much 
= © .'» - *,.. Tc_ 


likeliex way to fill the Church-with ſerious . , 
Chriſtians, than to'leave all men without an 
early Infant-obligation ? | 

©, XL. Whether it can be proved that y.p, 56, . 
ever there was one Age, or Church (parti- 257: 
cular) on Ezrth fince Adam till about 200. 
years ago, that the Anabaptiſts roſe, where- 
in Infants were not de fads taken for Mem- 
bers of the Church ? | 

9. xLI. Whether it can be proved, that v: p. 57, 
eyer there was any one Infant of true ** 
Church-members, that was not rightlully a 
Church-member himſelf from the Creation 
till Chriſt's dayes? Or from the Creation 
till this day 3 except the Anabaptifis, who 
reje& the benefit , whole caſe we willnot 
preſume to determine ? | 

9. XLII. Seeing that Infants have been y. p. r5,, 
de faio, Church-members from the Creati- *5* 
on to this day ( as far as any Records can 
lead us) Is it likely that the Lord, and Head 
and all{uthcient Governour of his Church, 
would have permitted his Church till now 
to be atually made up of ſuch Subjects, as 
in regard of age be dilallowed,;and ſuffered 
his Church to be wrong framed till now ? 
Or is it a reaſonable, modeſt, and lawful un- 
dertaking) to go about now in the endofthe 
World to make God a new framed Church, 
as to the age of the SubjeQs ? And.is it not 
more. modeſt and ſafe to live quietly in a 
Church of that frame, as all the Saints of 
Heaven lived in, till the other day, as a few 
Anabaptiſis did attempt an Alteration ? A. 

SHOE REA _2©& XL 
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VP. 169, 


V. P- 143, 


V+ p- 305, 


pt pegal! arly their Got), that fuch children 


" 1... 

29. XLIIL. Whether conſidering Chriſt's 
own Infant-memberſhip , and his kind re- 
ception of Infants , and his chiding thoſe 


| that would have kept them off, and his of- 


fers of taking in all the Femiſh Nation, 

(Metth.23. 37.) and that they were broken 
off by unbelief, and conſequently the Seed 
of Believers not broken off from the Church k 
Univerſal , and that whole Houſholds are . 
oft ſaid tobe baptized , and that Paw-pro» + 


, nounceth Believers children holy, and that 


Chriſt"expreſly (Matth. 28.) commandeth 
his Minitters', as much as in them lieth to 
diſciple all Nations baptizing them , and 
that it is prophelicd that the Kingdoms of 
the World (hall be made the Kingdoms of 
Chritt, and there is no Nation or Kingdom 
on Earth that Infants are not Members of; 
whether in all this,and much more, there be 
pot a plain notification of God's will, that 
25 he never had a Church which excluded | 
Infants 3 fo neither doth he now exclude 
them ? 

And if any will take him for Antichriſt 
that taketh Infants into the viſible Church, 
_ it will not prove to be Chrift him- 
elf? | 
| ©.XL1V. In ſamm,whether x.God would 
not have Parents devote their children to 
him', arid enter them according to their ca» 
pacity in his Covenant? 2. Whether alſo 

e doth not accept into His Covenant allthat 
Fe faithfally thus devoted to him', and be 


are 


are holy? 3. .-.- -Not as cer- "of 


tainly Members, according to an Infant ca» 


pacity, of/'the viſible Church, as they are of | 


all Kingdoms under Heaven? 4. Whether 
- -there be not far more hope of their Salvati- 
 .on, than of thoſe without ? 5. Whether 
the Covenant doth not make their Salvati- 
on certain, if they ſodie? 6. Whether the 
,Inveftiture and Solemnization of their Co- 
venant} with Chriſt ſhould not be made in 
” Infancy ? 


Whether ever it can be proved , that V-P- #35: 


, | Sfonting Infants viſible- Charch-member- 
ip , yet they are not tobe baptized , and 
that Baptiſm was appointed. for initiating 


none but adult Members? Whether Bap-- 


tiſm be not -the common entrance into the 
'Church,and the plain Law of Chriſt, Matth. 
28.19. and the Expoſition of the Univerſal 
Church doth not ſtand on Record to cons 
_ fute ſuch an Opinion ? 


\ 


» 


®.XLV. How inconfiderable a part of Preface p 4. 


\ the Univerſal, Church do the, Anabaptiſts 
' hold Communion with ? And do they 
not unchurch almoſt all the. Churches on 
Earth? ( may we not think, that they 
rob Chriſt of more than nine parts of ten 
of his Kingdom; or Church Univerſal ?. V. 


p-395.) 


bly hope that ever the Church on Earth 
will unite, upon their - terms ., of. reje- 
ding all their Infants from - the viſi- 
SNned + and-.xenouncing- all our 

Infant 


{ - 


©, KLVI. Whether they can poſli- Preface iby © 


ta] $8; : 
nt Rights hd Be reed by the 

Ec Covenant of Grice ? 
* ©. XLVIE. And whether if they conti- 
nue tothe World's end to ſeparate from al- 
moſt all the Churches and unchutch them, 
their employment will not be Kill to ſerve 
the great 'Enetny of Love and Concord, a- 
2-4 the Lord of Love and Peace , and a- 
garnft the Proſperity of Faith and Godli- 
neſs, and againſt thg welfare of the Church 
and Souls, and to the ſcandal and hardning 
| of the ungodly ? 

£2. XLVIN. Whether too many well- 
meaning ; but weak Chriſtians are not dif- 
affected tolywfuland warranitable things in 
the Worſbip-of God , meerly becauſe they 
ſee ſuch as are ungodly uſe and own them? - 
And whether it God ſhould but let us have 
a King and other Rulersthat were againſt 
Infant-baptiſm, and ſinging of Pſalms, ec. 
and would make Laws tor their own way, 
and impoſe it on others, fo that the upgod- 
ly multitude ſhonld fall it! with them, it 
would not preſently cure many that are now 
for ſuch Opinions ? 

9.XL1x. Whether Mr. Baxter in the 
ſecond 'and third- part of that his ſecond 
Defence of our Intants Rights, have not 
ſufficiently detccd the great and notorious 
/ UntruthsinFa& and 'Hiſtory:, wherewith 
Mr. H. D. Treatiſe of Repciian, and Reply 
to Mr. Willes is fully ſtuffed ? 

©. L. Whether the Anabaptiſts Schiſm, 
or Scparation from Communion with our 
| Chaſenes 


Chitrches be 10) bo th 'C 4 
pinion ? And whether 1t'b 2 
offible , that ſome way he found oue , _ and ternis 
ayd down in . which goodand ſober merron both 
fides would agree | 
. If the Anabaptiſts would conſent to , and pro- 
eſs as followeth, or*to- this ſence : ** Though 
** we. judge Infant-baptiſm dfſonant from Chritt's 
< inſtituted Order , yet finding that God hath 
©** made thany Promiſes to the Seed.of 'the Faithful 
* above others , and that Chriſt expreſſed his rea. 
* (lineſs to receive little Children when they: were 
&« brought to him for his Bleſſing , and Knowing 
«« that all Chriſtian Parents ſhould earneſtly de- 
« fire that their Children may be the'Cluldren of 
« God. through Chriſt, and ſhould devote them 
«to him, as far as is in their power, and knowi 
«© that there are difficulties about” the extefit 
« this Power , and Chriſt's Promiſes ;”' we do 
< here ſolemaly profeſs, that we chankfully defire 
&« all thoſe Mercies; for this Child which God 
« hath promiſed to ſuch in his Word ; and that : 
«© we heartily offer , devote and dedicare this A 
« Child to God the Father; Son, and HolyGhoſt, 
« as far as hehath 
«« ſeeching him accor 
«« we promiſe faithfully to endeavour to educare 
« him inthe nurture and admonition of © the Lord, 
« and as we are able to perſwade hin when he is 
© capable, to believe in/Chrilt, and ſolemhly de- 
«« yote himſelf to God the Father, Son, .and Holy - 
« Ghoſt in Baptiſm,, If thus much were done 1n 
the Church , or ſo.'openly. as may. atishe the 
Church, that they are.not deſpiſers of God's mer-, 
cies, nor. of their: Childrens Souls ; And/much 
more, if thoſe that profeſs chat they canndof fatts- V. p. 236, © 
fie their Conſciences * in theyr Infant-baptiſm , 23%. _.- 7 
would bur do as"the Liturgy doth by thoſe whoſe : 
Baptiſin is uncertain-, [If #bou bc not baptized , 1 


- ; « 7 


l "— 
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1 hold' Communion? As v. 


gies us power todo 1t; be- 
ingly to accept him : And 


 baptize 


: 
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kd 
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T:now A oY wh Wo *% Gd what they 
Jave Catished their. Conſciences, would live quiets 
Ty in the Love and Communion of the Church, 
who would ngt receive them , though we FE | 
not of their Way ? 

And ſhould not we be willing to give Gaigh@i- 
on by ſuch ai anſwerable profeſſion as this ? 
jj ** Though it be our Judgment” that Infants have 

* eyer,, beer Mermbers .of God's viſible Church, 
** ſince he had a Church and there wetfe Infants in 
*the World, and do believe that Chriſt hath 
« ſignified in the Golpel that it is his gracious will, 
« that shey ſhould fill be fo, and thar he hath 
© made Baptiſin the regular orderly way of ſo- 
* lemn entr2uce into a viſible Church-ſtate; and 
* therefore we devote this Child; to God in the 
*«* Baprtiſimal ornate = 4 '*£we do Uſo hold, that 
© when he cometh to 2s” it will be'tus dury ase- 
c riouſly and devoutly to make this Covenant, 
* with God underſtandingly hirnſelf, . ad to dedi- 
** cate him(elf ro God the Father, Son, and Holy 
«« Ghoſt, as thoſe mult do that neyer were bapti- 
©« zed 10 "Jafancy : And we promiſe to endeayour 
« faithfully as we have opportunity , ro inſtru . 
*and perlwade him io to do, hoping thar this his * 
« early Baptiſmal Dedication and Obligation to 
«« God, will rather much prepare him for i It, than 
c« hinde*f ( 

Whether. might not fome Lich Profedions put off 
the, chief matter of Offence and Exception a- 
gainſt each other , as to the ill conſcquenes of our 
Opinions ? and would nor ſober good men by 
ſuch a mutual approach, bemore difpoſed'to live' 
rogether in Love and Holy Peace (which we Thoftd! 
all pray for,” and what in us hieth , as far as poſſi-* 
bly we can, promote?) | 
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